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Response to Letter I51 

Lonnie and Anne Smith 
 

I51-1 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.  

 
I51-2 This comment states support for the proposed project and stresses that safety is important. 

While this comment does not specifically address the adequacy or accuracy of the 
environmental analysis provided in the PEIR, this comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

 
I51-3 This comment recommends conducting a travel analysis comparing aircraft and ground 

vehicle to determine which method would produce less pollution and result in fuel savings. 
The environmental analysis conducted for the Master Plan Update was conducted following 
County Guidelines and in compliance with Federal and State requirements. As this 
comment does not specifically identify an environmental issue with the Draft PEIR analysis 
or proposed mitigation, no changes to the Draft PEIR have been made in response to this 
comment. 

 
I51-4 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.  

 
I51-5 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. Please 
refer to Master Response 3 (Voluntary Noise Abatement Procedures) and Master 
Response 7 (FAA Involvement and Oversight). Therefore, no further response is 
required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the 
County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 37.92dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 37.70dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 38.73dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
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Response to Letter I52 

Tom Clark 
 

I52-1 As discussed in Section 2.4 of the Master Plan Update, the County has implemented the 
VNAP, a voluntary program initiated by the County to communicate with pilots regarding 
flight path and altitude recommendations to avoid noise sensitive residential areas. Please 
also refer to Master Response 3 (Voluntary Noise Abatement Procedures). The County 
acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning the analysis or 
adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. Therefore, no further 
response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and 
consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed 
Project. 

Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff reviewed this comment 
for any site-specific location data of the perceived noise. However, the comment does not 
contain a sufficient location for the County to further study or analyze the noted noise 
concerns. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, there is no evidence 
the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
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Response to Letter I53 

Barbara Lichman 
(representing Westoaks Project Owner, LLC) 

 
I53-1 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.  
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Response to Letter I54 

Alice Reysbergen 
 
I54-1 This comment states support for Alternative 1 of the Master Plan Update; however, it does 

not raise an issue concerning the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is 
included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors 
prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project.  
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Response to Letter I55 

Barbara Swearingen 
 

I55-1 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project. 
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Response to Letter I56 

Shirley Anderson 
 

I56-1 As discussed in Section 2.4.1 of the PEIR, existing noise contours were produced using the 
Aviation Environmental Design Tool (AEDT), the FAA’s required tool for evaluating noise 
impacts in the vicinity of airports. Inputs used to produce the contours included detailed 
flight information gathered in 2016 for January 1 through December 31, 2016, as well as an 
evaluation of operational data provided by the County’s Airport Noise and Operations 
Monitoring System and FAA’s Traffic Flow Management System Counts and Air Traffic 
Activity System. More information on the noise analysis can be found in Appendix D to the 
PEIR. Also see Master Response 4 (Noise Monitors and PEIR Calculations). 

Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 46.87dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 47.69dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 49.02dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 

 

I56-2 The noise contours produced for the PEIR were not generated using noise monitors or 
noise monitoring data at the Airport. As discussed in Section 2.4.1 of the PEIR, existing 
noise contours surrounding the Airport were produced using the Aviation Environmental 
Design Tool (AEDT), the FAA’s required model for evaluating noise impacts in the vicinity of 
airports. Inputs used to develop existing conditions noise contours included detailed flight 
information gathered in 2016 (operational data for January 1–December 31, 2016). This 
included an evaluation of operational data provided by the County’s Airport Noise and 
Operations Monitoring System and FAA’s Traffic Flow Management System Counts and Air 
Traffic Activity System. Future year noise contours were also produced using AEDT, 
accounting for forecasted growth in the number of operations for each scenario analyzed 
along with other variables such as change in aircraft types operating at the Airport. More 
details on the noise analysis conducted for the PEIR can be found in Appendix D to the 
PEIR. Also see Master Response 4 (Noise Monitors and PEIR Calculations).  

I56-3 The comment addresses regulatory enforcement of aircraft overflight which is not related to 
the Master Plan Update or the environmental analysis conducted for the PEIR. As 
discussed in Section 2.4.1 of the PEIR, the Federal Aviation Administration maintains 
jurisdiction and regulatory enforcement over aircraft in flight. Accordingly, neither the 
County nor the City of Carlsbad has the authority to implement mandatory noise abatement 
procedures at the Airport. No further response is required. 

I56-4 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.  
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I56-5 The Palomar Airport Road/El Camino Real intersection was comprehensively evaluated in 

the PEIR and associated Traffic Impact Analysis study under several scenarios, including 
existing, near-term, and long-term conditions. PEIR Section 2.5.4 does identify that the 
Proposed Project would result in a cumulative impact under long-term conditions at the 
intersection of Palomar Airport Road/El Camino Real. As a result, Mitigation Measure M-
TR-2 was identified to mitigate the long-term impact. As noted in the PEIR, this mitigation 
would be implemented in consultation with the City of Carlsbad since it is the local 
jurisdiction with ownership of the roadway network surrounding the Airport. 

 
Because this comment does not specifically identify an environmental issue with the PEIR 
analysis, no changes to the PEIR have been made in response to this comment. 

 
I56-6 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.  

 
I56-7 This comment asks why SANDAG is not discussing traffic congestion within the City of 

Carlsbad. During public review of the Master Plan Update and PEIR, SANDAG provided a 
comment letter to the County. The comment letter and the County’s responses are provided 
above under Commenter L2; however, SANDAG’s comments do not pertain to traffic 
volumes or congestion. 

The comment also asks what mitigation would occur due to increased traffic volumes 
caused by the Master Plan Update. Please refer to Response to Comment I56-5 and 
PEIR Section 2.5.6 for discussion of the proposed mitigation for cumulative traffic impacts. 

I56-8 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

I56-9 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  
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Response to Letter I57 

Brian Roth 
 

I57-1 This comment states support for the Proposed Project. While this comment does not 
specifically address the adequacy or accuracy of the environmental analysis provided in the 
PEIR, this comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the 
County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 
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Response to Letter I58 

Carol Smith 
 

I58-1 The County acknowledges the comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project. 

Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff reviewed this comment 
for any site-specific location data of the perceived noise. However, the comment does not 
contain a sufficient location for the County to further study or analyze the noted noise 
concerns. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, there is no evidence 
the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
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Response to Letter I59 

Dieter Schulz 
 

I59-1 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.  
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Response to Letter I60 

Delinda Forsberg 
 

I60-1 The commenter requests information regarding the financial interests of elected officials. 
This type of inquiry is not included in the environmental review of the Master Plan Update 
nor does it pertain to an issue concerning the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment 
is included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of 
Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 

 
I60-2 The ability of an aircraft to use the runway at Palomar as a public-use facility is based on 

FAA and the pilot’s determination of the dimensional requirements of the aircraft. This 
discussion is found in Section 2.2 of the Master Plan Update. For more information 
regarding noise monitors in the community please see Master Response 3 (Voluntary 
Noise Abatement Procedures), and the Airport website at: 
https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/dpw/airports/palomar/noiseinfo.html  

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 50.42dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 51.56dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 52.66dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
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Response to Letter I61 

Giovanni and Anne Bertussi 
 

I61-1 The County acknowledges these introductory comments; however, they do not present 
specific information regarding an issue concerning the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. Therefore, no further response is required. 
This comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County 
Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project.  

I61-2 The County acknowledges these introductory comments; however, they do not present 
specific information regarding an issue concerning the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. Therefore, no further response is required. 
This comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County 
Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project.  

 
I61-3 Please refer to Master Response 6 (Existing Airport Activity). 

I61-4 In accordance with Section 15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, the lead agency is not required 
to prepare formal responses to comments received during the public comment period 
during the Notice of Preparation process. In addition, Section 15082 of the CEQA 
Guidelines only requires that input from responsible and trustee agencies pertaining to the 
scope and content of the environmental information related to its jurisdiction must be 
included in an EIR. Furthermore, in accordance with Section 15083 of the CEQA 
Guidelines, the lead agency may conduct early public consultation with parties other than 
responsible or trustee agencies but is not required to. Therefore, the analysis within the 
PEIR is adequate, and no revisions to the PEIR have been made in response to this 
comment.  

 
 Regarding future aircraft operations, the PEIR did identify, calculate, and disclose various 

environmental conditions resulting from future aircraft operations, including air quality, 
greenhouse gas emissions, and noise.  

 
I61-5 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

I61-6 The comment includes summary remarks regarding the PEIR’s perceived deficiencies. The 
County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise a specific issue 
concerning the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project. 

I61-7 Please refer to Master Response 6 (Existing Airport Activity). 

I61-8 The comment states that PEIR Table S-2 is missing a discussion of air quality. Table S-2 is 
a summary of potentially significant impacts and their associated mitigation measures. As 
discussed in the PEIR, air quality impacts would be less than significant and no mitigation 
measures are required. Therefore, it would not be included in Table S-2. Please see PEIR 
Section 3.1.2 for a complete analysis of air quality.  
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The comment also states that no noise impacts are identified resulting from aircraft. As 
discussed and analyzed in the PEIR Section 2.4.2.1, the Proposed Project would result in 
less than significant noise impacts from aircraft. Therefore, it would not be included in Table 
S-2. Please see PEIR Section 2.3.2.1 for a complete analysis. 

Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 50.48dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 50.72dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 51.77dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
 

I61-9 In accordance with Section 15123 of the CEQA Guidelines, an EIR shall contain a brief 
summary of areas of controversy known to the lead agency, including issues raised by 
agencies and the public. Section S.3, Areas of Controversy, of the PEIR refers a reader to 
Appendix A, which includes all of the comments received during the NOP comment period. 
Therefore, the PEIR adequately stated the areas of controversy and no revisions have been 
made to the PEIR in response to this comment.  

I61-10 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

I61-11 Please refer to Master Response 7 (FAA Involvement and Oversight).  

I61-12 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

I61-13 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project. 

I61-14 The commenter states that the PEIR does not properly consider and address important 
potential flight noise and air quality impacts. Regarding concerns of aircraft noise, please 
refer to Response to Comment I61-8 above. The PEIR used a full year’s data using actual 
flight tracks, elevations, and aircraft types in the methodology used for evaluating the 
Proposed Project’s potential effects to noise and air quality. See PEIR Section 2.4 Noise 
and Section 3.1.2 Air Quality, and their associated technical studies.  
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 The additional comments described by the commenter are not related to the Master Plan 
Update or the PEIR. CEQA does not require a lead agency to respond to comments 
received on unrelated projects as a part of the analysis. 

 
Please also refer to Response to Comment I61-8 regarding air quality. 
 

 
I61-15 Please refer to the Response to Comment I61-4 above.  

 
I61-16 Please refer to Master Response 10 (Program-level vs. Project-level Review). 
 
I61-17 The commenter states that the noise analysis conducted for the PEIR relied upon noise 

measurements taken as part of the Airport’s Part 150 Noise Compatibility Program (NCP). 
The County disagrees with this statement. While ambient noise measurements were taken 
as part of the construction noise analysis, this data is unrelated to the noise monitoring 
conducted as part of the Part 150 Noise Compatibility Program and was not used in 
preparation of the aircraft noise analysis. Also see Master Response 4 (Noise Monitors 
and PEIR Calculations).  

 
As discussed in Section 2.4.1 of the PEIR, existing noise contours surrounding the Airport 
were produced using the Aviation Environmental Design Tool (AEDT), the FAA’s required 
model for evaluating noise impacts in the vicinity of airports. Inputs used to develop existing 
conditions noise contours included detailed flight information gathered in 2016 (operational 
data for January 1–December 31, 2016). This included an evaluation of operational data 
provided by the County’s Airport Noise and Operations Monitoring System and FAA’s 
Traffic Flow Management System Counts and Air Traffic Activity System. Future year noise 
contours were also produced using AEDT, accounting for forecasted growth in the number 
of operations for each scenario analyzed along with other variables such as change in 
aircraft types operating at the Airport. More details on the noise analysis conducted for the 
PEIR can be found in Appendix D to the PEIR. 

I61-18 Please refer to Response to Comment I61-17 and Master Response 4 (Noise Monitors 
and PEIR Calculations). 

I61-19 The data obtained from the ANOMS system and used in the aircraft noise analysis 
pertained to operational information only. Noise measurements taken by the noise monitors 
were not used in the preparation of the noise contours included in the noise analysis in the 
PEIR. Please see Section 1.2.2 of Appendix D to the PEIR. Please also see Response to 
Comment I61-17. 

I61-20 The comment pertains to the Airport’s Part 150 Noise Compatibility Program. The 
commenter states that FAR Part 150 Noise Compatibility Program Agreement with the FAA 
should be comprehensively updated before the current Master Plan Update Process is 
completed. The comment is noted; however, as the comment does not provide evidence of 
an error nor evidence of a new significant effect related to the PEIR, no further response is 
warranted. 

I61-21 These are conclusion comments. They do not raise specific issues regarding the content of 
the PEIR, but will be included as part of the administrative record and made available to the 
decision makers prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 
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Response to Letter I62 

Mary and Joe Hull 
 

I62-1 This comment letter was submitted on March 16, 2018. After the County cataloged this 
comment letter as I62, three days later on March 19, 2018, Mr. Joe Hull submitted a revised 
letter with corrections. Therefore, Comment Letter I62 (dated March 16, 2018) is included in 
the record here, but responses are provided further below for Comment Letter I80. 
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Response to Letter I63 

Valencia Porter 
 

I63-1 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project. 

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff reviewed this comment 
for any site-specific location data of the perceived noise. However, the comment does not 
contain a sufficient location for the County to further study or analyze the noted noise 
concerns. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, there is no evidence 
the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 

 
  



Letters of Comment and Responses  ATTACHMENT D-310  

 
County of San Diego  November 2021 October 2018 
McClellan-Palomar Airport Master Plan Update – Final PEIR   

 
 
 

 

Comment Letter I64 

I64-1 



Letters of Comment and Responses  ATTACHMENT D-311  

 
County of San Diego  November 2021 October 2018 
McClellan-Palomar Airport Master Plan Update – Final PEIR   

 
Response to Letter I64 

Alice Reysbergen 
 

I64-1 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. The City of Carlsbad is the lead agency for 
approving land uses surrounding the Airport. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  
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Response to Letter I65 

Louise Stiles 
 

I65-1 This comment states support for the commercial air service at the Airport. While this 
comment does not specifically address the adequacy or accuracy of the environmental 
analysis provided in the PEIR, this comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and 
consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed 
Project.  
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Response to Letter I66 

Christopher Carroll 
 

I66-1 The comment pertains to noise abatement and revisions to existing aircraft approach 
procedures. As discussed in Master Response 7 (FAA Involvement and Oversight), the 
Federal Aviation Administration maintains jurisdiction and regulatory enforcement over 
aircraft in flight. Accordingly, neither the County nor the City of Carlsbad has the authority to 
implement mandatory noise abatement procedures at the Airport. Please also refer to 
Master Response 3 (Voluntary Noise Abatement Procedures). No further response is 
required. 

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 46.38dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 48.82dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 51.01dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 

 
I66-2 See Response to Comment I66-1. The County acknowledges this comment; however, it 

does not raise an issue concerning the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is 
included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors 
prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project.  
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Response to Letter I67 

John Roberts 
 

I67-1 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project. 

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff reviewed this comment 
for any site-specific location data of the perceived noise. However, the comment does not 
contain a sufficient location for the County to further study or analyze the noted noise 
concerns. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, there is no evidence 
the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
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Response to Letter I68 

R.J. Ceyba 
 

I68-1 Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote). The comment does 
not raise an issue concerning the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is 
included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors 
prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project.  
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Response to Letter I69 

Michael Goldbeck 
 

I69-1 The comment includes introductory remarks and substantive comments are addressed 
further below in these responses.  

I69-2 The County acknowledges these introductory comments; however, they do not raise an 
issue concerning the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the 
Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.  

I69-3 This comment is similar to Comment I48-2. Please refer to Response to Comment I48-2. 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 40.01dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 39.55dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 39.84dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. No further response is 
required. 

 
 
I69-4 As discussed in PEIR Section 3.1.7.1.2, the description of the Airport as a General Aviation 

Basic Transport Airport refers to an older weight-based classification that has become 
functionally obsolete as the FAA no longer uses this terminology or the methodology on 
which it was based to establish design criteria for airports. In 1980, the County obtained a 
conditional use permit (CUP-172) for operation of the Airport that described the Airport as a 
“General Aviation Basic Transport Airport.” However, shortly after CUP-172 was obtained, 
the FAA replaced the system that used that designation with an Airport Reference Code 
(ARC) system. 

 
This comment also includes a request for information regarding historical aircraft 
operations. This request is not related to the Master Plan Update or PEIR, and the 
comment does not specifically address the adequacy or accuracy of the environmental 
analysis provided in the PEIR. 
 
The commenter also requests mitigation measures to address noise impacts associated 
with aircraft touch-and-go operations. However, the mitigation measures requested by the 
commenter are not required. The commenter requests further information not related to the 
PEIR. No further response is required. 

 
I69-5 This comment is similar to Comment I48-3. Please see Response to Comment I48-3. In 

addition, this comment asks how many elderly or health-challenged residents live near the 
Airport, and to identify the impacts of leaded emissions. The County Airports Division does 
not manage population data. As discussed in Response to Comment I48-3, a discussion 
of the EPA-initiated lead study was included in the PEIR Chapter 3.1.2.1. As this comment 



Letters of Comment and Responses  ATTACHMENT D-327  

 
County of San Diego  November 2021 October 2018 
McClellan-Palomar Airport Master Plan Update – Final PEIR   

does not specifically identify an environmental issue with the PEIR analysis, no changes to 
the PEIR have been made in response to this comment. 

 
I69-6 This comment is similar to Comment I48-4. Please refer to Response to Comment I48-4. 

No further response is required. 
 
I69-7 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

 
I69-8 These are conclusion comments. They do not raise specific issues regarding the content of 

the PEIR, but will be included as part of the administrative record and made available to the 
decision makers prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 
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Response to Letter I70 

Stacy King 
 

I70-1 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not provide evidence of an 
error in the CEQA analysis nor evidence of a new significant effect concerning the 
adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.  

 
The noise and biological analyses prepared for the PEIR were conducted using established 
methodologies, metrics, and impact significance thresholds. As discussed in PEIR Section 
2.4.2, noise impacts associated with future aircraft operations and operation of the Airport 
would be less than significant. While construction activities could potentially result in 
temporary noise impacts, implementation of mitigation measures would reduce any 
construction-related noise impacts to a less than significant level. 
 
As stated in PEIR Section 2.4.1, existing noise contours surrounding the Airport were 
derived from detailed flight information gathered in 2016 (January 1–December 31, 2016), 
and existing noise levels were measured at the Proposed Project site with a sound level 
meter. Indirect effects, including noise, are included in the evaluation of potential impacts to 
sensitive wildlife species, as discussed in Section 2.2.1.7 of the PEIR and in the Biological 
Resources Technical Report (PEIR Appendix B). Potentially significant noise impacts to 
coastal California gnatcatcher would be mitigated to a level of less than significant with 
implementation of Mitigation Measure M-BI-1b. 

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 44.42dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 45.02dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 46.04dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
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Response to Letter I71 

Alice Reysbergen 
 

I71-1 The County acknowledges this comment. Helicopter operations were included in the data 
used in Section 2.4 Noise analysis. However, the comment does not raise an issue 
concerning the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.  

Regarding the commenter’s concern of helicopter noise, the comment identifies that the 
facilities in question (Lowe’s shopping center and Carlsbad Animal Shelter) are located 
immediately across the street from McClellan-Palomar Airport. Those properties are zoned 
by the City of Carlsbad as Planned Industrial and General Commercial, and are 
accordingly, not considered noise-sensitive land uses as defined by FAA, the Caltrans 
Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, or the San Diego County Regional Airport Authority. 
Therefore, although the comment provides site-specific location data of the perceived 
noise, the identified properties are compliant with City zoning and FAA noise regulations; 
therefore, further noise analysis is not required for these facilities. Furthermore, the Master 
Plan Update does not introduce new uses, and it involves the continuation of existing 
aviation uses as outlined in the Airport Master Plan Update consistent with the City’s 
General Plan zoning designation.  
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Response to Letter I72 

Sigrid Tehrani 
 

I72-1 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project. 

Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 39.59dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 38.98dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 39.18dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 

 

I72-2 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

I72-3 The County acknowledges the conclusion comment. This comment does not raise specific 
issues regarding the substantive environmental analysis conducted within the PEIR. The 
comment will be included as part of the administrative record and made available to the 
decision makers prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 
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Response to Letter I73 

Graham Thorley 
 

I73-1 The County acknowledges these introductory comments; however, they do not raise an 
issue concerning the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in 
the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a 
final decision on the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-2 These comments do not raise an issue concerning the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR 

pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. Therefore, no further response is required. 
This comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County 
Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 

 
I73-3 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue 

concerning the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. The County will include the comment 
as part of the Final EIR for review and consideration by the decision makers prior to a 
final decision on the Proposed Project. 

 
I73-4 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-5 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-6 This comment states the Draft PEIR does not discuss human health issues related to 

noise or greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. As identified in the Draft PEIR and 
recirculated portions, noise and GHG emissions would result in less than significant 
impacts. Because this comment does not specifically identify an environmental issue with 
the PEIR analysis, no changes to the PEIR have been made in response to this 
comment. 

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff reviewed this comment 
for any site-specific location data of the perceived noise. Although this comment letter 
does not contain a sufficient location, the commenter has previously provided input on the 
project that included a location for staff to further study or analyze the noted noise 
concerns. As such, County staff researched the location provided and confirmed the 
location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., less than 65dB) under all scenarios. 
Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location provided was estimated to be 
41.70dB, and its future condition without the Proposed Project is estimated to be 
41.45dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project (PAL 2), the estimated 
future noise condition would be 41.85dB. This is below the threshold of significance of 
65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, there is no 
evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. Therefore, 
because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise impacts 
would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master Responses 



Letters of Comment and Responses  ATTACHMENT D-386  

 
County of San Diego  November 2021 October 2018 
McClellan-Palomar Airport Master Plan Update – Final PEIR   

1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the supplemental 
noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 

 
I73-7 This comment includes concluding remarks and a table of contents of additional 

comments to follow. They do not raise specific issues regarding the content of the PEIR, 
but will be included as part of the administrative record and made available to the County 
Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 

 
I73-8 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion / Public Vote). Therefore, no 
further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and 
consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project. 

 
I73-9 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-10 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-11 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-12 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-13 This comment requests the County to explain how the Master Plan Update would comply 

with various California legislation; however, the comment does not identify which 
legislative sessions are referenced. Regarding AB-32, please refer to the PEIR Section 
3.1.5 (Greenhouse Gas Emission). Regarding AB-52, please refer to PEIR Section 3.1.3 
(Cultural Resources). Regarding AB-198, AB-350, and AB-617, it is unclear which 
legislative session the commenter is referencing as multiple sessions identify these 
assembly bill numbers. Regarding SB-743, please refer to PEIR Section 2.5 
(Transportation/Traffic). Because this comment does not specifically identify an 
environmental issue with the PEIR analysis, no changes to the PEIR have been made in 
response to this comment. 

 
I73-14 This comment discusses lead monitoring that was conducted at the Airport in 2012 and 

2013. A discussion of this study was included in the Draft PEIR Chapter 3.1.2.1 in which it 
states the San Diego Air Pollution Control conducted an independent study concluding 
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lead concentrations do not exceed Federal standards. Please also refer to Response to 
Comment I48-3. 

 
I73-15 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion / Public Vote). Therefore, no 
further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and 
consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project. 

 
I73-16 Please refer to Master Response 2 (Public Review Period Extension). 
 
I73-17 Please refer to Response to Comment I73-15. 
 
I73-18 The comment asks why development from the past 30 years is not included in PEIR 

Table 1-4 (Cumulative Projects List). Projects developed 30 years ago would be 
considered part of existing conditions. The list of past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable projects was prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15130. 

  
 The comment also states that PEIR Figure 1-7 is not labeled properly in the PEIR. The 

County disagrees as the illustration depicting the surrounding cumulative projects was 
accurately labeled as Figure 1-7. Its associated projects are titled in PEIR Table 1-4. No 
changes have been made to the PEIR. 

 
I73-19 Please refer to Response to Comment I73-15. 
 
I73-20 Although the commenter provides a quote from the aesthetics section of the Draft PEIR, 

the content of the comment pertains to hazardous materials. Specifically, the commenter 
is concerned that soil surrounding the runway could be contaminated with lead-fueled 
deposits requiring removal. As this comment does not specifically identify an 
environmental issue with the PEIR analysis or proposed mitigation, no changes to the 
PEIR have been made in response to this comment. 

 
I73-21 This comment requests the County to identify various types of facilities and their 

quantities within two miles of the Airport. The County Guidelines for Determining 
Significance to Hazardous Materials dictate the types of facilities to be analyzed and their 
proximity to a project site. The environmental analysis provided in the PEIR Section 2.3.2 
followed these guidelines, including whether the Proposed Project site would be located 
within one-quarter mile of various facilities (see Section 2.3.2 for a list of facilities). The 
County guidelines do not address potential hazardous materials impacts to these facilities 
outside of the one-quarter mile radius, nor do the guidelines require the review and 
identification of “churches, nursing homes, playgrounds, etc.” As stated in the PEIR, there 
are no schools or day care facilities located within one-quarter mile of the Airport. The 
closest school is Pacific Ridge School, which is located over 1.3 miles southeast of the 
Airport at 6269 El Fuerte Street.  

 
The PEIR concluded the Proposed Project would result in less than significant impacts 
according to the thresholds involving specific facilities and their proximity to the Proposed 
Project site. Therefore, no changes to the PEIR have been made in response to this 
comment. 
 

I73-22 The comment disagrees with the PEIR’s statement that there are no schools within one-
quarter mile of the Airport. However, the comment does not provide evidence that the 
Master Plan Update would have a new significant effect on the environment. 



Letters of Comment and Responses  ATTACHMENT D-388  

 
County of San Diego  November 2021 October 2018 
McClellan-Palomar Airport Master Plan Update – Final PEIR   

 
This comment also cites various aircraft incidents and requests the PEIR to be updated 
citing aircraft incidents surrounding nearby schools. Please refer to Master Response 6 
(Existing Airport Activity) discussing existing Airport activity. In addition, aircraft 
operations are an existing ongoing intended use at the Airport. The Master Plan Update 
proposes safety and operational efficiency improvements within the current airfield, and 
the Airport would continue to conduct activity similar to current conditions.  

 
As this comment does not specifically identify an environmental issue with the PEIR 
analysis or proposed mitigation, no changes to the PEIR have been made in response to 
this comment. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by 
the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project, and no 
further response is required. 

 
I73-23 The comment identifies a typographical error in the spelling of “Master” Plan. The 

misspelling has been corrected in the PEIR.  
 

The comment also states that although the PEIR includes a range of project alternatives, 
the public might review only the Proposed Project. The comment requests the PEIR be 
revised to clarify whether all alternatives will be viable in the future or why these 
alternatives were not removed from the PEIR. The PEIR was prepared in accordance with 
the CEQA Guidelines §15126.6, which states that an EIR must describe a range of 
reasonable alternatives to the Proposed Project. Accordingly, the PEIR was prepared 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines by describing the Proposed Project and providing other 
alternatives as described in the Master Plan Update for consideration and environmental 
analysis. This analysis is provided in Chapter 4 of the PEIR.  
 
The County Board of Supervisors is the decision-making body for the Proposed Project. 
As this comment does not specifically identify an environmental issue with the PEIR 
analysis or proposed mitigation, no changes to the PEIR have been made in response to 
this comment. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by 
the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 

 
I73-24 The commenter asks why no projections of ambient noise were included in the PEIR or 

Master Plan Update. As discussed in Section 2.4.2.1, the noise analysis prepared for the 
PEIR takes into account the forecasted growth in operations, including growth in 
commercial aircraft operations, as well as introduction of new aircraft for each scenario 
analyzed under future year (2036) conditions.  

 
I73-25 In response to comments received from the original circulation of the PEIR, revisions have 

been made to the Greenhouse Gas Emission analysis. Please refer to the Final PEIR, 
Section 3.1.5 – Greenhouse Gas Emissions, recirculated for public review from June 21 
through August 6, 2018.  

 
 The comment also requests the County to explain how the Master Plan Update would 

comply with various California legislation; however, the comment does not identify which 
legislative sessions are referenced. This topic was previously raised by the commenter. 
Please refer to Response to Comment I73-13. 

 
I73-26 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  
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I73-27 Please see Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote) for discussion of City of 

Carlsbad Code Section 21.53.015 and CUP 172. No changes to the PEIR have been made 
in response to this comment. 

 
I73-28 The Draft PEIR Chapter 3.1.2 included an analysis of potential air quality emissions 

resulting from the Master Plan Update. The PEIR concludes that the Master Plan Update 
would not result in a significant air quality impact. The land uses cited by the commenter 
are existing land uses as approved by the San Diego County Regional Airport Authority, 
FAA, and the City of Carlsbad. As noted, the PEIR was prepared to analyze potential 
environmental effects associated with the proposed activities identified in the Master Plan 
Update through 2036. CEQA Guidelines do not require an agency to analyze effects of the 
Airport’s existing operational activity, but to look at the potential impacts associated with 
implementation of the Proposed Project.  

 
 The published Draft PEIR Section 3.1.7 also analyzed land use compatibility and 

consistency with the adopted Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, and determined impacts 
would be less than significant. The PEIR describes existing land uses and policies 
associated with the Airport and within its vicinity.  

 
 As this comment does not specifically identify an environmental issue with the PEIR 

analysis or proposed mitigation, no changes to the PEIR have been made in response to 
this comment. 

 
I73-29 This comment asserts that the PEIR did not discuss the lead monitoring study that was 

conducted at the Airport in 2012 and 2013. A discussion of this study was included in the 
Draft PEIR Chapter 3.1.2.1 in which it states the San Diego Air Pollution Control conducted 
an independent study concluding lead concentrations do not exceed Federal standards. As 
noted, a lead monitor was initially stationed at the Airport in 2012 by the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (USEPA). However, due to concerns over the USEPA’s methodology 
and testing protocol, the San Diego Air Pollution Control District (SDAPCD) conducted their 
own independent lead study that found USEPA’s monitoring station was unsuitable to 
accurately document lead exposure levels at the Airport. Specifically, the monitor was 
stationed immediately adjacent to the primary “run-up” area, where aircraft engines are run 
at relatively high power settings to check engine components and propellers prior to take-
off. This location is in very close proximity to piston-driven aircraft engines running at 
relatively high power settings and localized exhaust emissions, rather than ambient air to 
which the public could be exposed. SDAPCD emphasized to the USEPA that this run-up 
area is not representative of air quality in areas readily accessible to the public. Instead, 
SDAPCD conducted monitoring at numerous locations where pilots, passengers, airport 
personnel, and the public have access. The results from SDAPCD were published in the 
Lead Gradient Study at McClellan-Palomar Airport. The report concluded that the location 
with the highest lead concentrations would not exceed NAAQS thresholds. Furthermore, 
according to lead emissions data from USEPA’s air quality system, this Station most 
recently reported a 3-month rolling average of 0.02 micrograms per cubic meter when the 
Draft PEIR was published (which is well below the federal NAAQS standard of 0.15). 

 
I73-30 As this comment does not specifically identify an environmental issue with the PEIR 

analysis or proposed mitigation, no changes to the PEIR have been made in response to 
this comment. 

 
 The Master Plan Update does not propose changes to the number of passengers allowed 

by Policy F-44. For a discussion of the forecasted critical aircraft, please refer to Section 
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3.10.3 of the Master Plan Update as well as Sections 3.9 and 3.10 for a discussion of air 
carrier operations forecast during the next 20-year planning period. 

 
I73-31 Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote) for a discussion of 

CUP 172. Furthermore, as noted in the PEIR Section 3.1.7.2 (page 3-89), at the time CUP-
172 was obtained, the FAA used a weight-based standard to describe the design 
characteristics of airports. Shortly after CUP-172 was approved, the weight-based 
standards were replaced by an Airport Reference Code (ARC) system that primarily looks 
at approach speed and airframe dimensions to develop airfield design criteria. The 
reference to the Airport in CUP-172 as a General Aviation Basic Transport Airport is an 
older weight-based classification that has become functionally obsolete as the FAA no 
longer uses this terminology or the methodology on which it was based to establish design 
criteria for airports. As this comment does not specifically identify an environmental issue 
with the PEIR analysis or proposed mitigation, no changes to the PEIR have been made in 
response to this comment. 

 
I73-32 Please see Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote) for discussion on the 

applicability of City of Carlsbad Code Section 21.53.015.  
 
I73-33 Please see Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote) for discussion on the 

applicability of City of Carlsbad Code Section 21.53.015.  
 
I73-34 This comment requests the County to address GHG emissions, jet fuel soot, and 

groundwater contamination as a result of a potential aircraft crash. The comment also 
expresses concerns with potential air quality emissions due to idling traffic. The comment 
requests a projection of additional soot that could be generated by the additional aircraft 
operations projected in the Master Plan Update. 

 
 As identified in the Draft PEIR and recirculated portions, GHG emissions, air quality, and 

water quality would result in less than significant impacts. Specifically, while soot is a 
byproduct of fuel combustion, it is considered a form of fine particulate matter, which was 
studied and analyzed as part of the Draft PEIR and Air Quality Impact Technical Report. 
The PEIR concludes that the Master Plan Update would not result in a significant air quality 
impact.  

 
 Also, please refer to Master Response 6 (Existing Airport Activity) discussing existing 

Airport activity. Aircraft operations are an existing ongoing intended use at the Airport. The 
Airport Master Plan Update proposes safety and operational efficiency improvements within 
the current airfield, and the Airport would continue to conduct activity similar to current 
conditions. No changes to the PEIR have been made in response to this comment. 

 
I73-35 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

  
I73-36 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  
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I73-37 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

 
I73-38 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not provide evidence of an error 

in the CEQA analysis nor evidence of a new significant effect, concerning the analysis or 
adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. Therefore, no further 
response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and 
consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed 
Project. 

 
I73-39 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

 
I73-40 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

 
I73-41 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

 
I73-42 This comment states the PEIR does not discuss human health issues related to noise or 

greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. This topic was previously raised by the commenter. 
Please refer to Response to Comment I73-6. No further response is required.  

 
I73-43 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

 
I73-44 Please refer to Master Response 6 (Existing Airport Activity), and Master Response 9 

(Increase in Aircraft Operations). Please also see Response to Comment I73-22. 
 
I73-45 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-46 Please refer to Master Response 6 (Existing Airport Activity) and Master Response 9 

(Increase in Aircraft Operations). Please also see Response to Comment I73-22. 
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I73-47 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

 
I73-48 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

 
I73-49 Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote and Master 

Response 9 (Increase in Aircraft Operations). 
 
I73-50 Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote). 
 
I73-51 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.  

 
I73-52 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project. 

 
I73-53 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-54 Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote). 
 
I73-55 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project. 

 
I73-56 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project. 

 
I73-57 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project. 
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I73-58 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project. 

 
I73-59 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project. 

 
I73-60 Public input regarding the PEIR was conducted pursuant to the requirements of CEQA. 

Public comments on the Notice of Preparation are included in Appendix A of the Final 
PEIR. 

 
I73-61 Please refer to Master Response 6 (Existing Airport Activity). 
 
I73-62 Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote) and Master 

Response 9 (Increase in Aircraft Operations). 
 
I73-63 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue 

concerning the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project. 

 
I73-64 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-65 Please refer to Response to Comment 172-16. 
 
I73-66 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-67 Please refer to Master Response 4 (Noise Monitors and PEIR Calculations) and 

Master Response 6 (Existing Airport Activity).  
 
I73-68 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-69 Please refer to Master Response 3 (Voluntary Noise Abatement Procedures) and 

Master Response 4 (Noise Monitors and PEIR Calculations). 
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I73-70 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-71 Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote).  
 
I73-72 Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote).  
 
I73-73 Please refer to Master Response 3 (Voluntary Noise Abatement Procedures) and 

Master Response 4 (Noise Monitors and PEIR Calculations).  
 
I73-74 Please refer to Master Response 3 (Voluntary Noise Abatement Procedures), Master 

Response 4 (Noise Monitors and PEIR Calculations) and Master Response 6 
(Existing Airport Activity). 

 
I73-75 Please refer to Master Response 8 (Commercial Airline Service). 
 
I73-76 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-77 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-78 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-79 Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote).  
 
I73-80 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-81 Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote) and Master 

Response 9 (Increase in Aircraft Operations). 
 
I73-82 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
However, please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote) and 
Master Response 9 (Increase in Aircraft Operations).  
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I73-83 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
However, please see Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote) and Master 
Response 9 (Increase in Aircraft Operations). 

 
I73-84 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
However, please see Master Response 6 (Existing Airport Activity). 

 
I73-85 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-86 Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote).  
 
I73-87 Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote).  
 
I73-88 This comment states the Airport is a GHG polluted environment and asks why the County 

would consider would the Proposed Project. Regarding GHG emissions, please refer to 
Response to Comment I73-6. Furthermore, the comment does not specifically identify a 
deficiency or environmental issue with the Draft PEIR analysis. No changes were made to 
the PEIR, and no further response is required. 

 
I73-89 This comment includes an excerpt from the Master Plan Update regarding fuel 

efficiencies and recommends larger aircraft to use a more suitable airport. The comment 
does not specifically identify a deficiency or environmental issue with the PEIR analysis. 
Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion / Public Vote) and Master 
Response 6 (Existing Airport Activity). No changes were made to the PEIR, and no 
further response is required. 

 
I73-90 This comment includes an excerpt from the Master Plan Update that states the Proposed 

Project may result in “green benefits” by reducing the need for aircraft to refuel at an 
additional airport. This quoted statement from the Master Plan Update was not 
incorporated in the PEIR’s assumptions or analysis. Therefore, while there may be 
environmental benefits from aircraft no longer needing to refuel at a local or regional 
airport, this efficiency was not assumed in the PEIR’s quantified air quality or GHG 
analyses. Furthermore, as identified in the PEIR and recirculated portions, air quality and 
GHG emissions would result in less than significant impacts. Therefore, no changes to 
the PEIR have been made in response to this comment.  

 
This comment also requests an explanation why soot would not be considered as part of 
the Master Plan Update or PEIR. Please refer to Response to Comment I73-34, which 
confirms that fine particulate matter was studied and analyzed as part of the PEIR and  
Appendix F - Air Quality Technical Report. 

 
I73-91 Please refer to Response to Comment I73-34. 
 
I73-92 This comment refers to existing noise conditions east of the Airport. Please refer to 

Master Response 6 (Existing Airport Activity). The purpose of PEIR Section 2.4.1 is to 
describe the areas immediately surrounding where the Airport in order to establish the 
noise setting for the Proposed Project. The County used FAA’s methodology for 
determining the location and extent of airport noise impacts, and as discussed used a full 
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year of actual flight data to establish the existing conditions regardless of jurisdictional 
boundaries. 

 
I73-93 Please see Master Response 3 (Voluntary Noise Abatement Procedures). 
 
I73-94 This comment refers to existing aircraft operations not specifically associated with the 

Master Plan Update. Please refer to Master Response 6 (Existing Airport Activity). 
 
I73-95 This comment refers to existing aircraft operations not specifically associated with the 

Master Plan Update. Please refer to Master Response 6 (Existing Airport Activity). 
 
I73-96 The comment cites an excerpt from the Master Plan Update pertaining to noise 

conditions. However, the published PEIR is the environmental document prepared for the 
Proposed Project pursuant to CEQA. The comment does not raise an issue concerning 
the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 

 
I73-97 Please see Response to Comment I73-34. 
 
I73-98 Please see Response to Comment I73-34. 
 
I73-99 The County acknowledges this comment; however, socioeconomics is not an issue 

concerning the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-100 The County acknowledges this comment; however, socioeconomics is not an issue 

concerning the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-101 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-102 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-103 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-104 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
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review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-105 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-106 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue 

concerning the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project. 

 
I73-107 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-108 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-109 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-110 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  

 
I73-111 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  
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Comment Letter I74 

I74-1 
 
I74-2 
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Response to Letter I74 

Kari Banigo 
 

I74-1 Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote). 
 
I74-2 The comment expresses concern with increased pollutants associated with construction 

elements of the Master Plan Update. The Draft PEIR Chapter 3.1.2 included an analysis of 
potential air quality emissions resulting from construction of the Master Plan Update. The 
PEIR concluded that the Master Plan Update would not result in a significant air quality 
impact. As this comment does not specifically identify an environmental issue with the PEIR 
analysis or proposed mitigation, no changes to the PEIR have been made in response to 
this comment. 

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff reviewed this comment 
for any site-specific location data of the perceived noise. However, the comment does not 
contain a sufficient location for the County to further study or analyze the noted noise 
concerns. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, there is no evidence 
the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 

 
 
 
 


